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Quasi-periodic pulsations (QPPs) are often observed in flare emissions. While these may reveal much about the time-
dependent reconnection involved in flare energy release, the underlying mechanisms are still poorly understood. In
this paper, we use 2D magnetohydrodynamic simulations to investigate the magnetic reconnection in two merging flux
ropes, focusing on the effects of the resistivity on the time variation of the reconnection. We consider both uniform
resistivity and current-dependent anomalous resistivity profiles. Our findings reveal that resistivity plays a critical
role in controlling the reconnection dynamics, including reconnection rate oscillations and the rate of decay of the
reconnection rate. Resistivity also influences the oscillations in emitted gyrosynchrotron radiation. However, in contrast
to this strong influence of resistivity on reconnection rates, we observed a different behaviour for the emitted waves,
whose frequencies are almost independent of resistivity variations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Solar flares are dramatic releases of stored magnetic energy
in the solar corona, through the process of magnetic recon-
nection. They are observed as strong brightenings in emission
across the electromagnetic spectrum, including soft and hard
X-rays and radio from coronal hot plasma and non-thermal
electrons and ions, on timescales of minute to hours. Flares
are of considerable physical interest as significant phenomena
in the solar atmosphere, but they also have significant practical
consequences as being the drivers of space weather. Further-
more, flares are widely observed on other stars1, and a better
understanding of their solar counterparts will have impact on
understanding these and on the implications for any planets
orbiting these stars. Current observational and theoretical un-
derstanding of flares is summarised in review papers2–5.

Flares are complex phenomena, and although it is now
generally accepted that magnetic reconnection is the ultimate
cause of the energy release, many questions about their dy-
namics remain unanswered. Reconnection itself is a funda-
mental physical process occurring across the universe, and is
also a subject of intensive research, with current understand-
ing now moving far beyond the classical models of steady,
two-dimensional reconnection in a resistive fluid6–8. Im-
proved modelling of reconnection is vital in order to better
understand flares. Here, the focus is on time-dependent recon-
nection - in contrast with classical steady reconnection models
such as Sweet-Parker and Petschek.

One feature of observed solar and stellar flare emission
which is not well understood is the presence of Quasi-period
pulsations (QPPs). These are oscillations widely observed in
the Extreme Ultraviolet, soft and hard X-ray and radio light
curves, with periods around 1 - 100 s and amplitudes around
1-10%. While the periods suggest that the QPPs are funda-

mentally a magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) phenomenon, there
is no consensus around the mechanism(s) producing them,
and a number of processes are currently proposed, as dis-
cussed in recent reviews9–11. A better understanding of the
origins and nature of QPPs could shed light on the nature of
reconnection and energy release in flares, and allow the pulsa-
tions to be used as a seismological diagnostic of the phys-
ical conditions in the flaring plasma12. A key question is
whether the timescales of the pulsations arises due to the time-
dependent nature of the energy release process (for example,
through oscillatory reconnection), or is an intrinsic oscilla-
tion of the background magnetic field (as in the sound from
a plucked guitar string), or is determined by some external
wave propagating into the flaring region. The main aim of
this paper is to distinguish between these possibilities, using
magnetohydrodynamic simulations of reconnection.

Oscillatory magnetic reconnection is a strong candidate for
causing pulsations in flare emission, and is likely to play
some role in flares since they are clearly transient events and
any reconnection must be time-dependent. Oscillations in
the reconnection process may arise intrinsically or through
modulation from some external driver. Oscillatory recon-
nection was shown by Karampelas et al. 12 , McLaughlin and
Hood 13 , Karampelas et al. 14 to arise when an incoming fast
wave pulse impinges on a magnetic X-point. We also con-
sider oscillatory magnetic reconnection at an X-point, but our
work differs in some significant respects: notably, we include
a guide field which is more representative of solar flares mag-
netic field configurations, and we do not impose an external
driving pulse but rather the reconnection arises naturally from
the initial magnetic field. Merging twisted magnetic flux ropes
can lead to oscillatory reconnection15–17, as well as the slow
outward propagation of wave-like disturbances from the re-
connection site after the merger has been completed17. It has
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been proposed that this oscillatory behaviour, also seen in a
0D analogue model for flux rope coalescence18, could pro-
vide a mechanism for generating QPPs in flares, a hypothesis
which we investigate further here.

The merging flux rope scenario provides a means to study
reconnection in a configuration with free energy associated
with currents, as must exist in a solar flare19,20. It is also
of much wider relevance within plasma physics, occurring,
for example, during some formation schemes for spheri-
cal tokamaks16,21–23. Many studies of generic reconnec-
tion physics in the merger of magnetic islands (which are
flux ropes in the presence of a guide field) have been per-
formed using the Particle-in-Cell, hybrid, Hall-MHD and
other approaches24–27 as well as 2D and 3D MHD28–31. The
merger of two (or more flux ropes) into a single flux rope
may be viewed as a relaxation process towards a minimum en-
ergy state with an inverse cascade from smaller to large length
scales32–34.

One way in which flux rope merger may naturally arise is
through coalescence instability. This occurs in a chain of mag-
netic islands, whereby a small disturbance leads to a force im-
balance in which neighbouring islands are displaced towards
each other and mutually attract28,35. In the nonlinear phase of
the instability, islands will merge through magnetic reconnec-
tion. If there is a guide field (an out-of-plane magnetic field
component), the islands are actually twisted magnetic flux
ropes. This phenomenon has become of considerable interest
more recently due to the discovery of the plasmoid instabil-
ity, in which a long reconnection current sheet fragments into
plasmoids (magnetic islands or - in the presence of a guide
field - flux ropes)36,37. Whilst originally postulated within a
2D framework, it is now evident that plasmoids form within
3D magnetic fields as well, and a complex configuration of in-
teracting 3D flux ropes may develop38,39. There is increasing
observational evidence for the presence of plasmoids within
coronal current sheets associated with solar flares40–45 as well
as near the terrestrial magnetopause46.

In the solar corona, flux rope merger on more global scales
may play a key role in solar flares and other eruptive events,
involving the interactions of large-scale twisted loops19,20.
Recently, flux rope merger has been proposed as a cause
for the magnetic switchbacks observed in the solar wind by
Parker Solar Probe47. The MHD simulations presented here
may be appropriately scaled to represent either the plasmoid
coalescence within a flaring current sheet or merger of large
scale twisted coronal loops or flux ropes.

We build on the model of Stewart, Browning, and Gor-
dovskyy 17 in order to answer a crucial question about the ori-
gin of QPPs. Are the periodicities of the observed oscillations
determined by the time-variations of the underlying energy re-
lease process (magnetic reconnection) or are they determined
by the natural frequencies of MHD modes in the ambient mag-
netic configuration? As reconnection is naturally affected by
resistivity, whereas natural oscillations are not, studying the
dependence on resistivity provides a key to answering this
question. We also investigate the impact of the resistivity pro-
file on the dynamics of our system and the resulting QPP-like
oscillations. Talbot et al. 48 , considering a different oscillatory

reconnection scenario, indicated that resistivity can influence
the maximum amplitude of the current density in oscillatory
reconnection, the nature of the decay rate, and the magnitude
of Ohmic heating at the null point, potentially altering the dy-
namics of the system. In order to fully understand QPPs, it is
necessary to link models with observations, and we therefore,
for the first time, use a forward-modelling approach to predict
the observable microwave emissions arising from our model.

Our work conclusively demonstrates that, although oscilla-
tory reconnection is present, it acts simply as a driving pulse
for the waves and oscillations in the ambient magnetic field,
whose frequencies do not correspond to those of the driving
reconnection. Forward modelling the gyrosynchrotron radio
emission associated with this process reveals that the QPPs
may have multiple components, determined both by the oscil-
latory reconnection and the oscillations of the ambient flux
rope. Although our work is primarily motivated by solar
flares, the simulations are quite generic and the results also
have potential relevance to the merger of magnetic flux ropes
in laboratory and space plasmas.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Numerical simulations

We solve the two-dimensional resistive magnetohydrody-
namic (MHD) equations using the LARE2D code, version
4.249. The equations, solved in the Lagrangian form using
a Lagrangian-Eulerian remap procedure49, are expressed in
dimensionless form as follows:

Dρ

Dt
= −ρ∇ ·v, (1)

ρ
Dv
Dt

= (∇×B)×B−∇p+ fvisc, (2)

DB
Dt

= (B ·∇)v−B(∇ ·v)−∇× (η∇×B), (3)

Dε

Dt
= − p

ρ
∇ ·v+ η

ρ
j2, (4)

p = ρε(γ −1). (5)

Here, v stands for the velocity vector, B the magnetic field,
j the current density, ρ plasma density, p thermal pressure,
ε specific internal energy, η the resistivity, and γ is the ra-
tio of specific heats, which is set to 5/3 for hydrogen plasma.
A numerical viscosity vector, fvisc, is incorporated to address
numerical instabilities and accommodate steep gradients such
as shocks49,50. The model considers the plasma to be fully
ionised, and the governing equations are normalised with re-
spect to a length-scale, L0, magnetic field, B0 and density,
ρ0. These three fundamental normalising constants are then
used to define the normalisation for velocity, v0 = B0/

√
µ0ρ ,

pressure, P0 = B2
0/µ0, time, t0 = L0/v0, current density, j0 =

B0/(µ0ρ), specific internal energy, ε0 = v2
0, and resistivity,

η0 = µ0L0v0, scales. The simulation results can be scaled with
any appropriate reference scales, which is done in Section IIC
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below where gyrosynchrotron radiation is considered. The re-
sistivity model is defined as a combination of a background
resistivity, denoted as ηb, and a current-dependent anomalous
resistivity, η0, defined as

η =

{
ηb +η0, |j| ≥ jcrit ,

ηb, |j|< jcrit ,
(6)

where jcrit is a critical current adopted as 1.2 for every sim-
ulation (chosen so that only background resistivity is present
in the initial conditions, but anomalous resistivity is switched
on within current sheets). Anomalous resistivity is motivated
physically by the likelihood of kinetic plasma instabilities oc-
curring in regions of strong current, and is also commonly
included in models of reconnection in the solar atmosphere
in order to allow reconnection whilst minimising the effects.
global Ohmic dissipation. Here, we consider the effects of
varying both a constant resistivity, obtained by setting η0 = 0
and varying ηb, and varying anomalous resistivity η0.

B. The initial configuration

We consider a model of reconnection during the merger of
two identical current-carrying twisted flux ropes, following
Stewart, Browning, and Gordovskyy 17 and based on earlier
simulations of merging flux ropes in spherical tokamaks16,33.
The initial configuration is 2D and invariant in the z-direction,
so that the flux ropes are straight cylinders. The initial con-
figuration, described more fully in Stewart, Browning, and
Gordovskyy 17 , comprises two circular flux ropes of radius
w centred at z = ±h/2, with uniform axial field Bz0 outside
the ropes. The initial condition of the simulation is illus-
trated in Fig. 1, depicting field lines of the in-plane magnetic
field as well as the distribution of the axial magnetic field
Bz (the "guide field"). The magnetic field lines are obtained
solving a Poisson’s equation for the stream function, ψ , as
∇2ψ = −µ0 jz. Within each flux rope, the fields are defined
to be a local force-free equilibrium but there is an attractive
force between the flux ropes due to their carrying like cur-
rents (mathematically, this arises as the superposition of two
force-free fields is not force-free).

Considering a cylindrical coordinate system where (r,φ ,z)
are the radial, polar, and axial directions, the initial current
density for a single flux rope is described by

jz =

 jm
(

1− r2

w2

)2
, r ≤ w,

0, r > w ,
(7)

where the peak of current is given by jm = 1 at the flux rope
centre, which decays to zero at the edges. The azimuthal com-
ponent of the magnetic field, Bφ , is obtained by applying the
Ampère’s Law to Eq. (7), and it is given by

Bφ =

{
Bp

(
3r
w − 3r3

w3 + r5

w5

)
, r ≤ w,

Bp
w
r , r > w,

(8)

FIG. 1. Simulation initial conditions. The coloured contours show
the magnetic field in z direction, Bz, and the black lines represent the
in-plane magnetic field lines.

where Bp quantifies the magnitude of the poloidal (in-plane)
component of the magnetic field, given by Bp =

w jmµ0
6 , where

µ0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability. The axial magnetic
field Bz inside the flux rope is computed to make the Lorentz
force zero for each individual flux rope, j×B = 0. The axial
magnetic field is defined by the following expression;

Bz =

Bz0

(
1+

B2
p

B2
z0

P

)1/2

, r ≤ w,

Bz0, r > w ,

(9)

P =
47
10

− 18r2

w2 +
27r4

w4 − 20r6

w6 +
15r8

2w8 − 6r10

5w10 . (10)

The dimensionless quantity Bp/Bz0 defines the ratio be-
tween poloidal and axial magnetic fields; for a coronal loop,
this ratio is typically ≤ 1. The magnetic field defined by Eqs.
(8),(9) for each flux rope is superposed generating the initial
condition shown on Fig. 1. Note that this configuration is not
force-free16,17, due to the non-linearity of the Lorentz force,
and there is an attractive force between the two flux ropes (as
"like currents attract") which causes the flux ropes to move to-
gether and eventually reconnect. In our simulations, the initial
flux rope separation is set to h = 1, and their radii as w = 1.
The initial density is uniform ρ = 1 and the specific internal
energy, ε =0.01, corresponding to a low plasma β as in the so-
lar corona, and velocity is set to zero. We do not consider here
variations in Bp/Bz0, as this was investigated previously17 and
thus set B0z= 1 and Bp = 1/6. The initial values of resistivity
are detailed in table I.

The original simulation model from Stewart, Browning,
and Gordovskyy 17 was updated in order to take advantage of
some numerical improvements available in LARE2D. First,
we adopt far field boundary conditions, thus the variables
at the boundaries are determined by the Riemann invariants,
thus minimising wave reflections from the (unphysical) outer
boundaries of the system. We also employed a stretched grid
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FIG. 2. The mesh configuration for grid 2. The red box indicates the
region where the grid is equally spaced.

TABLE I. Definition of background and anomalous resistivities em-
ployed in each numerical simulation.

Case ηb η0
A1 5×10−4 0
A2 1×10−4 0
A3 5×10−5 0
A4 1×10−5 0
B1 1×10−5 1×10−2

B2 1×10−5 5×10−3

B3 1×10−5 1×10−3

B4 1×10−5 5×10−4

characterised by finer resolution closer to the flux ropes, and
coarser resolution in the outer regions, allowing an effective
increase in resolution without need to increase the number of
grid points. Figure 2 illustrates the model of staggered grid
used in our study. The region indicated by the red square is
equally spaced and highly refined, between -3 and 3, placed
in the part of domain where the magnetic reconnection takes
place. For the external grid, we adopt a hyperbolic stretching
function that smoothly changes the growth rate of grid spac-
ing up to 7% at the boundaries. The mesh stretching in the
outer regions also creates some numerical dissipation, which
is useful in terms of reducing the impact of reflected waves.

C. Gyrosynchrotron analysis

In order to determine the potential consequences for QPPs,
we forward-model the microwave radiation from our sys-
tem, with the intention of detecting any oscillatory behaviour.
Mildly-relativistic electrons within a coronal loop gyrate in
magnetic fields, emitting gyrosynchrotron (GS) radiation typ-
ically in the microwave frequency range during a solar flare.
However, accurate calculation of GS radiation is computation-
ally expensive. To address this, we use a fast GS radiative
transfer code developed by Fleishman and Kuznetsov 51 52,53.

The radiative transfer code enables the user to take the num-
ber density (cm−3), temperature (K), and magnetic field along
a line-of-sight (T), to calculate the GS radiation intensity (in
solar flux units) emitted along that line-of-sight for a range
of selected frequencies. It significantly reduces the compu-
tational time required for calculating GS radiation, provid-
ing results within 1-10% of their exact solutions. This algo-
rithm has been previously used in the study of solar flares54–56,
for investigating QPPs57–59, and has applications outside so-
lar physics60,61. Another noteworthy feature of the algorithm
is its adaptability, allowing users to choose from a variety of
electron energy and pitch-angle distributions or define their
own. In this paper, we use a thermal energy distribution and
an isotropic pitch-angle distribution.

We use the radiative transfer code to study and compare
contributions to the GS emission from the reconnection site
and the wave-propagating region, and to determine the effect
of resistivity on these contributions. The code calculates these
contributions in scaled units. We assign scaling factors for
two merging plasmoids in a fragmented current sheet, follow-
ing the values used in Stewart, Browning, and Gordovskyy 17 :
B0 = 0.0075 T, ρ0 = 9 · 10−12 kgm−3, L0 = 10km. This
gives a time scaling factor of t0 = 4.48 · 10−3s. Since the
time between each simulation snapshot is 1 Alfvén time, it
is also 4.48 ·10−3s. At t = 0 these scaling factors give the fol-
lowing values for each plasmoid: a magnetic field strength
of |B| ∼ 150 G, in a background plasma with a density of
ρ ∼ 1010 particles per cubic cm, and a background temper-
ature of T ∼ 2 ·106 K.

III. RESULTS

A. Grid convergence and validation

To ascertain our results’ reliability and grid independence,
we conducted simulations for our baseline case, denoted as
simulation setup B3 and detailed in Table I, utilising three
distinct levels of grid refinement. Figure 3 depicts two key
aspects: (a) the vertical component of the current density at
the X point, situated at the domain centre, and (b) the tem-
poral evolution of the reconnection rate computed at the do-
main centre. These data are presented for three distinct grid
refinement levels. Table II provides a detailed description of
the grid configurations. The reconnection rate, discussed in
depth by Comisso et al (2016)62, is defined by the out-of-plane
electric field, −Ez, measured at the X point at the origin16,17.
Given the symmetry of our system, the reconnection asso-
ciated with the flux rope merger occurs primarily at the ori-
gin, although secondary reconnection may occur at other lo-
cations (see below). In the figures, the blue line corresponds to
the grid resolution employed in Stewart, Browning, and Gor-
dovskyy 17 , while the orange and green lines represent two
and four times more refined grids, respectively. Notably, all
examined grid configurations exhibit consistent temporal be-
haviour, especially before t = 48 (corresponding to 48 Alfvén
times), and demonstrate very similar values. Some discrepan-
cies in later time steps are acceptable, given the transient and
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highly non-linear nature of the problem. The results collec-
tively suggest that the grid with the lowest resolution can be
judiciously employed without sacrificing the retrieval of vital
information concerning the reconnection rate. Consequently,
based on the outcomes of this test, we opt to utilise grid 2
in our subsequent simulations, thereby reducing the computa-
tional cost without compromising the accuracy of our results.

TABLE II. Grid setup employed in the validation studies.

Setup Grid points Domain size Grid spacing
in unstretched region

Grid 1 560 x 560 -10.5 to 10.5 0.015625
Grid 2 950 x 950 -9 to -9 0.0078125
Grid 3 1750 x 1750 -7.5 to 7.5 0.00390625

FIG. 3. The out-of-plane current jz (a) and the reconnection rate
(b) at the centre of the domain (0,0) as a function of time, for the
simulation case B3 with different grid refinements (see Table II)

B. Magnetic field evolution and reconnection dynamics

While our primary aim is to consider the effects of resis-
tivity on the reconnection rate and oscillations (see Section C
below), and the properties of QPPs associated with the recon-
nection (see Section D), it is useful first to review the dynam-

ics of the reconnection and oscillations. The system’s evolu-
tion can be divided into three main stages, each depicted in
Figure 4.

The initial stage involves the collision and merger of the
flux ropes. During this phase, the flux ropes, initially sepa-
rated, undergo acceleration and convergence due to the influ-
ence of the Lorentz force. Eventually, they merge to form a
single flux rope16. The second phase initiates after the ini-
tial merger. In this stage, oscillatory reconnection phenomena
manifest at the centre of the computational domain. This pro-
cess generates a current density predominantly aligned with
the x-axis, which periodically flips to an orientation along the
y-axis17. These oscillations persist but their amplitude gradu-
ally diminishes. The dynamics is complex, with strong distor-
tions of the in-plane field, and additional magnetic flux ropes
being created and destroyed. The final stage follows the con-
clusion of the oscillatory reconnection process. During this
phase, the single flux rope consists of approximately circular
in-plane field lines which continue to oscillate, a behaviour
initiated during the coalescence process in the first stage.
Additionally, radially-outward propagating disturbances con-
tinue to be emitted during this stage but with decaying am-
plitude. Finally, the system approaches a new relaxed equi-
librium, with lower magnetic energy than the initial double-
flux-rope state, consisting of a single magnetic flux rope with
circular cross-section32,33. A more detailed description of the
transient evolution can be found in Stewart, Browning, and
Gordovskyy 17 , and below.

Figure 4 illustrates these stages of the transient evolution
for case B3 (see Table I), showing the out-of-plane current
density, denoted as jz and the in-plane magnetic field lines de-
rived from isocountours of ψ , at successive time steps. The
time-dependence of current density, jz, and the reconnection
rate, Ez, at the origin are also shown. At time t = 10, we ob-
serve the flux ropes approaching each other, resulting in an
enhanced current density sheet, along y = 0, evident in the jz
plot. Around time t = 22 the coalescence of the flux ropes
is ongoing, accompanied by the formation of jets along the
x axis. Subsequently, at t = 27, the islands are compressed,
decreasing the reconnection rate before the current sheet’s re-
orientation.

Following this initial reconnection event, there is a clear
change in the orientation of the current sheet, which becomes
evident around t = 32. At this point, there are two new flux
ropes oriented in the x direction. This arises from an "over-
shoot" of the reconnection process. At this stage the original
flux ropes have merged completely (marking the end of the
first phase), but there is still ongoing reconnection activity as
we enter the second evolution phase. The oscillation of flux
rope boundary compresses the two magnetic field islands ob-
served in t = 32 to a new configuration with two new X-points
and extra small magnetic islands at y = 0, as seen at t = 35.
By around t = 47 the system returns to similar configuration
observed at t = 27 because of the compression of the magnetic
field lines by the flux rope oscillation generated by the coales-
cence instability. Note the highly-distorted central magnetic
island (associated with the reconnection outflow jets), and two
small additional islands with centres aligned with the y axis.
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FIG. 4. Magnetic field evolution for simulation B3. The colour scale illustrates the axial current density distribution, jz, while the black lines
represent the in-plane (poloidal) magnetic field lines. The lower panels on the left-hand display the time variation of the current density, jz,
and the right the reconnection rate evaluated at the X-point. The red dots denote the time instants for the field plots above.

The states at t =27, 32, and 35 represent a cycle that contin-
ues, seen in t = 47 and 55, with pairs of islands forming and
reconnecting with orientations successively parallel to x and y
axes, but eventually decays. The reorientation of the magnetic
field lines is correlated to the oscillatory pattern observed in jz
and reconnection rate, −η jz, displayed in the lower panels of
Fig. 4. The formation of magnetic islands visible for example
at t = 22 and t = 35 suggests that magnetic reconnection pro-
cesses may occur both at the origin and in locations outside
the central area. This implies complex magnetic reconnec-
tion which can be spatially distributed. To some extent, this
is reminiscent of the familiar plasmoid instability, in which a

current sheet breaks up into multiple islands37 (e.g.), except
that in our case the process is 2D, with islands forming with
different orientations.

From around t = 100 to t = 150, the reconnection has fin-
ished, but ongoing oscillations can be observed. At this stage,
the system has relaxed approximately to a single flux rope
with circular in-plane field lines, which exhibit ongoing de-
caying oscillations and outward-propagating waves17. Similar
magnetic field and current dynamics as displayed in Fig. 4 is
also observed for simulations B1, B2 and B4.

Simulation set A, where there is no anomalous resistivity,
presents different behaviour from simulation set B in some re-



The effects of resistivity on oscillatory reconnection and consequences for solar flare Quasi Periodic Pulsations 7

FIG. 5. The magnetic field evolution for simulation A4 (constant
resistivity case), see Table II. The colour scale shows the out-of-plane
current density distribution, jz, while the black lines represent the
magnetic field lines.

spects. Figure 5 shows the contour of jz and the magnetic field
lines for simulation A4. This simulation set does not show
the reorientation of magnetic field lines and current sheet pre-
sented in Fig. 4; instead of this, we observe the formation of
plasmoids in the current sheet between the two initial mag-
netic field islands. The plasmoids start at t = 36 with a small
amplitude; they grow in t = 40 and are ejected as seen in
t = 42. Interestingly, there is also symmetry breaking in the x
direction.

C. The effects of the resistivity profile

We now explore the influence of resistivity on the dynam-
ics through a comparative analysis of two distinct scenar-
ios: (a) Uniform resistivity (background resistivity without
anomalous resistivity), denoted as cases A1 to A4 in Table I.
(b) Anomalous resistivity in conjunction with a small back-
ground resistivity, with different values of anomalous resistiv-
ity, represented as cases B1 to B4 in Table I.

Figure 6 illustrates the evolution of the reconnection rate
for cases A1 to A4 and B1 to B4. A clear trend emerges from
examining cases A1 to A4 (uniform resistivity). As the resis-
tivity, ηb, increases, we observe, as expected16, a rise in the
peak of the reconnection rate, with the most pronounced peak
in the reconnection rate observed at ηb = 5×10−4 (case A1).
This case, with highest resistivity, also exhibits a compara-
tively faster rate of decay in comparison to the other cases. As
the resistivity decreases, the reconnection (although weaker)
becomes more prolonged in time, and exhibits more oscilla-
tions. The lower resistivity cases (for example A4), also ex-
hibit faster oscillations with multiple periodicities. These ob-
servations from simulations A1 to A4 suggest that both the
peak magnitude of the reconnection rate, its subsequent decay
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FIG. 6. Reconnection rate Ez as function of time showing depen-
dence on (a) uniform resistivity, ηb, for cases A1 to A4 (b) anoma-
lous resistivity, η0, for cases B1 to B4.

FIG. 7. Maximum reconnection rate as function of total resistivity,
η , cases A1 to A4 and B1 to B4.

and the character of the oscillations are governed by the value
of the resistivity, ηb.

Similar trends are evident when we analyse the effect of
anomalous resistivity in cases B1 to B4. The peak of the re-
connection rate increases as the value of the anomalous resis-
tivity, η0, decreases. Figure 7 illustrates the relationship be-
tween the maximum reconnection rate and the total resistivity,
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FIG. 8. The time evolution of Br, Bθ , and vθ , measured at r = 1.8 and θ = 45o. Upper line shows cases A1 to A4, and lower line B1 to B4

η . It is evident from the plot that the maximum reconnection
rate adheres to a power-law behaviour of the form r = aηb.
In this power-law relationship, the slope, represented by the
exponent b, is approximately 2.5. It is worth emphasising that
the scaling is almost identical (in terms of the total resistiv-
ity η) for both the constant resistivity and anomalous cases.
This suggests that the reconnection rate is almost entirely de-
termined by the local (potentially enhanced) resistivity within
the current sheets.

For the anomalous resistivity cases, the subsequent time
evolution of the reconnection rate also varies strongly with
anomalous resistivity, with reconnection becoming more pro-
longed, but with lower amplitude oscillations, as the resistivity
decreases. The reversals in reconnection rate, noted by Stew-
art et al (2022)17, are most evident for the cases with higher
anomalous resistivity, B1 and B2, with a weaker reversal for
case B3. Table III provides an overview of the time-integrated
reconnection rate, over the duration of the simulation. It is
notable that the overall area enclosed by the reconnection rate
curves, as depicted in Figure 6, which quantifies the net mag-
netic flux reconnected, is very similar across the cases. This
is consistent with the idea that the final state is a relaxed state
or minimum energy state, more or less independent of the dy-
namical processes by which it is attained32,33. However, it
is noteworthy that case A4, characterised by the smallest re-
sistivity among all cases and lacking anomalous resistivity,
stands out as an exception to this general trend. This may be
due to the fact that reconnection activity is not fully completed
during the time period of the simulations in this case.

To analyse the impact of resistivity on emitted waves, we
conducted a comparison using a "probe" located on the diag-
onal x = y at r = 1.8 (outside the reconnection region). Since
the field geometry in the later stages of evolution is close to an

TABLE III. Result for the integration of reconnection rate module
along the simulation time.

Case A1 A2 A3 A4 B1 B2 B3 B4∫ T
0 | jz| ηdt 0.107 0.103 0.096 0.029 0.140 0.139 0.116 0.106

FIG. 9. Colour map of vx at t = 100 for simulation B3, illustrating
the domain was divided for GS analysis. Domain A covers [-2:2, -
2:2], while Domain B, represented by the shaded black box, covers
[-2:2,1:2]
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equilibrium with a single circular flux rope, it is convenient to
consider the components of the magnetic field and velocity in
cylindrical polar coordinates r and θ . Figure 8 presents mea-
surements of Br, Bθ , and vθ for two sets of simulations, cases
A1 to A4 in the upper line, and cases B1 to B4 in the lower
line. For cases A1 to A4, the plots corresponds to cases with
variations in the background resistivity (ηb) from A1 to A4.
For the cases with uniform resistivity, varying ηb, there is a
damping effect on the emitted waves, associated with the fact
that there is significant resistivity throughout the volume. Not
surprisingly, damping is most pronounced in the case with the
highest resistivity, A1. For cases A2 to A3, the damping is
less significant. However, the frequency of the oscillations is
almost constant across these cases.

In the lower line (cases B1 to B4) figures corresponds
to cases with variations in anomalous resistivity, η0. Vary-
ing the anomalous resistivity (B1 to B4) has minimal impact
on the oscillations. Taken together with the cases A1-A4
above, there observations suggest that variations in the back-
ground resistivity (ηb) have a significant effect on damping
emitted waves, particularly at higher resistivity values. The
anomalous resistivity is only introduced in cases B1-B4 when
|j| < jcrit , a condition primarily met near the origin and in a
few neighbouring locations characterized by steep gradients in
the magnetic field; hence, the waves in the outer regions (in-
cluding the probe location) are only affected directly by the
background resistivity.

However, the frequency of the emitted waves - both for
constant resistivity and with anomalous resistivity - is almost
unaffected by the magnitude of the resistivity. This is an
important result, as - comparing with Figure 6 - it shows
that the time-dependence of the waves is unrelated to the
time-dependence of the oscillatory reconnection. The emitted
waves are likely to be natural oscillations of the final magnetic
field configuration.

D. Forward-modelling of the emitted microwave radiation

In order to assess the consequences of our results for the
origin of QPPs in flares, we now forward-model oscillations
in microwave (MW) radiation which would be observed from
our model. To calculate the emitted radiation, we consider 508
lines-of-sight transverse to the loop in the x-direction. These
lines are equally spaced within the region [-2,2:-2,2]. Along
these lines, we record the density, temperature, and line-of-
sight magnetic field. We then calculate the contribution to the
GS emission from each line-of-sight. These individual inten-
sities are then summed to obtain the total emitted intensity for
each time step. This process is performed for both simula-
tions B2 and B3, in order to determine the effects of varying
the anomalous resistivity on the MW oscillations.

We use this technique to analyse two different domains, as
illustrated in Figure 9. The first domain, Domain A, covers
the entire [-2:2, -2:2] region, capturing both the reconnection
site and the emitted wave region. Domain B is a sub-region
[-2:2, 1:2], focusing on location of the emitted waves. Com-
paring emissions between Domain A and Domain B allows

us to isolate the contributions to the GS emissions from the
wave-propagating region and the reconnection site.

We detect, in both simulations, a peak in the GS emission
around 2 GHz. Oscillations are observed in the GS emission
data. Figure 10 illustrates the evolution over time of the GS
emission at 2 GHz for Domain A in simulation B3, with sim-
ilar behaviour observed at other MW frequencies. We inves-
tigate these oscillations further by removing a moving aver-
age from the original data and computing the power spectra
of the oscillations. The power spectra are then normalised so
that the total integrated power equals 1. This allows for the
comparison of the relative contributions of each peak within
the same plot, though it should be noted that the magnitude
of these peaks cannot be directly compared to those found in
other plots. Using this method, we detect several broad peaks
for each oscillation, allowing us to identify their dominant pe-
riod contributions. Calculating these periods may introduce
spectral leakage and inaccuracies due to constraints in simula-
tion length and temporal resolution. To address this, Gaussian
peaks were fitted to each observed peak. The means of these
curves provide a value for peak periods, while the variances
serve as errors which allows for comparison with peaks from
other power spectra.

The peak periods of GS emissions for Domains A and B
in simulations B2 and B3 are depicted in Figure 11 and com-
pared. In simulation B2, the peak periods from Domain A are
approximately 16, 20, and 30 seconds. The ∼ 16 and ∼ 30-
second periods are also observed in the wave-propagating re-
gion. The period at around 20 seconds is not, suggesting that it
originates from an oscillation at the reconnection site. The to-
tal emitted radiation from the reconnecting flux ropes in sim-
ulation B2 contains contributions from both the reconnection
site and the wave-propagation region.

In simulation B3 (with higher anomalous resistivity than
B2), two peaks are observed in Domain A: one at around 14
seconds and another at around 17 seconds, with the ∼ 14-
second peak being the dominant contribution. This indicates
that resistivity influences the value of the peak periods present
in GS emissions. In the wave-propagating region, peak pe-
riods are observed at around 17 and 30 seconds, but the 14-
second period is absent. This suggests that the ∼ 14-second
period originates from an oscillation at the reconnection site,
similar to the B2 case.

Notably, the oscillations emitted from Domain B are very
similar between cases B2 and B3, showing that this compo-
nent of MW emission is very insensitive to the resistivity.
This is consistent with the fact that the magnetic and other
disturbances within this region are not greatly affected by re-
sistivity (see above). There is however, still an important dis-
tinction between the B2 and B3 cases considering the entire
domain. While the wave-propagating region contributes to
the GS emissions across the entire domain in B3, its contri-
bution is much lower than the ∼ 14-second period originat-
ing from the reconnection site. Taking B2 into account, this
suggests that when analysing GS emissions from two merg-
ing flux ropes, certain resistivities require the consideration of
contributions from both the reconnection site and the emitted
waves. However, in other cases, contributions from the wave-
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FIG. 10. Analysis of oscillations in GS emissions for Domain A in Simulation B3. The top-left plot shows the intensity emitted from Domain
A over time. The top-right plot presents the data with the moving average removed. The bottom-left plot displays the power spectrum of the
emissions, while the bottom-right plot maps Gaussian peaks to the corresponding peak periods identified in the power spectrum.

propagating region might not be significant.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have carried out 2D resistive MHD simulations, based
on a model developed by Stewart, Browning, and Gor-
dovskyy 17 , investigating the merging of two current-carrying
magnetic flux ropes through oscillatory reconnection, and the
generation of slowly-propagating outward waves. For the first

time, forward-modelling of an oscillatory reconnection sce-
nario has been undertaken in order to generate synthetic ob-
servables in microwave emission. Our results have important
and novel implications for the origin of Quasi-Periodic Pulsa-
tions in solar flares.

Our first key finding is that the outward-propagating waves
emanating from the reconnection region are almost unaffected
by the resistivity, and hence not directly correlated with the
oscillatory reconnection. The transient and oscillatory recon-
nection acts mainly as a driving pulse for oscillations in the
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FIG. 11. Comparison of peak periods in GS oscillations emitted from Domain A and Domain B for simulations B2 and B3. The first column
shows peak periods in Domain A, while the second column shows peak periods in Domain B. The first row corresponds to simulation B2, and
the second row to simulation B3. Peak periods found in wave propagating regions are coloured in blue and green, while those observed only
at the reconnection site are coloured in yellow, red and purple.

surrounding field, which may be observed as QPPs. Our sec-
ond key finding is a clear determination of the relationship
between observable QPPs and the reconnection and oscilla-
tions. The QPPs are (for our model), multi-component, with
some periodicities determined by the magnetic reconnection
and sensitive to the resistivity, with others arising from nat-
ural oscillations of the ambient magnetic field configuration
and sensitive to the magnetic field and plasma parameters.

We have also considerably elucidated the dynamics of the

reconnection, including its oscillatory nature and its depen-
dence on resistivity, and the generation of waves in the sur-
rounding field by the reconnection. We explored the influ-
ence of resistivity by comparing two scenarios: one involving
background resistivity without anomalous resistivity and the
other incorporating anomalous resistivity alongside a small
background resistivity. Our findings revealed that resistivity
plays a critical role in controlling the rate of decay of the re-
connection rate, directly affecting the oscillatory reconnection
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process. The maximum reconnection rate is demonstrated to
be proportional to the total resistivity following a power-law.
However, in contrast to the strong influence of resistivity on
reconnection rates, we observed a different behaviour for the
emitted waves. Background resistivity had a relatively mi-
nor damping effect on these waves. Importantly, the emitted
wave frequencies remained almost constant across the cases
we analysed.

We also investigated the GS emissions emitted from the
simulations, isolating oscillations originating from the recon-
nection site and wave propagating region. By calculating the
power spectra of these oscillations, we determined the peak
periods contributing to each oscillation. Our findings indicate
that both the reconnection site and wave propagating regions
contribute to the oscillations in the GS emissions, with the
contributions dependent on resistivity.

In the simulation B2, with lower anomalous resistivity, both
regions contributed to the GS oscillations, whereas in the
more resistive case, B3, the reconnection site was the dom-
inant contributor. This has implications for future simulations
investigating the relationship between GS oscillations and the
properties of merging flux ropes. It suggests that contribu-
tions from both the reconnection site and wave-propagating
regions should be considered in some cases, while in others,
contributions from the wave-propagating region may not be
significant, depending on resistivity.

These findings highlight the complex interplay between re-
sistivity, reconnection rates, and wave generation in the con-
text of magnetic flux rope merging and oscillatory reconnec-
tion simulations. We have focused on merger of flux ropes
which may occur in solar flares, either through coalescence of
plasmoids within a large-scale flare current sheet or through
interactions of twisted coronal loops. However, flux rope
merger is a common process in many space, astrophysical and
laboratory plasmas, and our results have broader implications:
for example, to merging-compression formation in spherical
tokamaks.

In a forthcoming paper we will present a more detailed
analysis of the dynamics of the oscillatory reconnection and
the nature of the waves generated by the reconnection, includ-
ing their dependence on the field and plasma parameters, us-
ing modal decomposition tools. In future, it would also be
important to explore how the present results are modified in
3D configurations.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We wish to thank the UK Science and Technology
Facilities Council (STFC) for providing studentship sup-
port for JS. PKB and LACAS are funded by the STFC
grant ST/T00035X/1, LACAS also is funded by the STFC
ST/X001008/1. We thank the Distributed Research utilising
Advanced Computing (DiRAC) group for providing the com-
putational facilities used to run the simulations in this paper.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data underlying this article will be shared on reasonable
request to the corresponding author (LACAS).

1A. O. Benz and M. Güdel, “Physical Processes in Magnetically Driven
Flares on the Sun, Stars, and Young Stellar Objects,” Ann. Rev. Astron.
Astrophys. 48, 241–287 (2010).

2A. O. Benz, “Flare Observations,” Living Reviews in Solar Physics 5, 1
(2008).

3L. Fletcher, B. R. Dennis, H. S. Hudson, S. Krucker, K. Phillips, A. Veronig,
M. Battaglia, L. Bone, A. Caspi, Q. Chen, P. Gallagher, P. T. Grigis, H. Ji,
W. Liu, R. O. Milligan, and M. Temmer, “An observational overview of
solar flares,” Space Science Reviews 159, 19–106 (2011).

4K. Shibata and T. Magara, “Solar Flares: Magnetohydrodynamic Pro-
cesses,” Living Reviews in Solar Physics 8, 6 (2011).

5M. Janvier, G. Aulanier, and P. Démoulin, “From coronal observations to
mhd simulations, the building blocks for 3d models of solar flares (invited
review),” Solar Physics 290, 3425–3456 (2015).

6e.gE. Priest and T. Forbes, Magnetic Reconnection (2000).
7H. Ji, W. Daughton, J. Jara-Almonte, A. Le, A. Stanier, and J. Yoo, “Mag-
netic reconnection in the era of exascale computing and multiscale experi-
ments,” Nature Reviews Physics 4, 263–282 (2022).

8M. Yamada, Magnetic Reconnection. A Modern Synthesis of Theory, Ex-
periment, and Observations (2022).

9J. A. McLaughlin, V. M. Nakariakov, M. Dominique, P. Jelínek, and
S. Takasao, “Modelling quasi-periodic pulsations in solar and stellar flares,”
Space Science Reviews 214, 45 (2018).

10E. Kupriyanova, D. Kolotkov, V. Nakariakov, and A. Kaufman, “Quasi-
periodic pulsations in solar and stellar flares. review,” Solar-Terrestrial
Physics 6, 3–23 (2020).

11I. V. Zimovets, J. A. McLaughlin, A. K. Srivastava, D. Y. Kolotkov, A. A.
Kuznetsov, E. G. Kupriyanova, I. H. Cho, A. R. Inglis, F. Reale, D. J. Pas-
coe, H. Tian, D. Yuan, D. Li, and Q. M. Zhang, “Quasi-Periodic Pulsations
in Solar and Stellar Flares: A Review of Underpinning Physical Mecha-
nisms and Their Predicted Observational Signatures,” Space Science Re-
views 217, 66 (2021).

12K. Karampelas, J. A. McLaughlin, G. J. J. Botha, and S. Régnier, “Os-
cillatory Reconnection as a Plasma Diagnostic in the Solar Corona,” The
Astrophysical Journal 943, 131 (2023).

13J. McLaughlin and A. Hood, “Mhd wave propagation in the neighbourhood
of a two-dimensional null point,” Astronomy and Astrophysics 420, 1129–
1140 (2004).

14K. Karampelas, J. A. McLaughlin, G. J. J. Botha, and S. Régnier, “Oscil-
latory Reconnection of a 2D X-point in a Hot Coronal Plasma,” The Astro-
physical Journal 925, 195 (2022).

15D. Knoll and L. Chacon, “Coalescence of magnetic islands, sloshing, and
the pressure problem,” Physics of Plasmas 13, 032307–032307 (2006).

16A. Stanier, P. Browning, M. Gordovskyy, K. G. McClements, M. P.
Gryaznevich, and V. S. Lukin, “Two-fluid simulations of driven recon-
nection in the mega-ampere spherical tokamak,” Physics of Plasmas 20,
122302 (2013).

17J. Stewart, P. K. Browning, and M. Gordovskyy, “Oscillatory
reconnection and waves driven by merging magnetic flux ropes
in solar flares,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical So-
ciety 513, 5224–5237 (2022), https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/513/4/5224/45518185/stac1286.pdf.

18D. Y. Kolotkov, V. M. Nakariakov, and G. Rowlands, “Nonlinear oscilla-
tions of coalescing magnetic flux ropes,” Phys. Rev. E 93, 053205 (2016).

19T. Tajima, J. Sakai, H. Nakajima, T. Kosugi, F. Brunel, and M. R. Kundu,
“Current Loop Coalescence Model of Solar Flares,” The Astrophysical
Journal 321, 1031 (1987).

20J.-I. Sakai and Y. Ohsawa, “Particle acceleration by magnetic reconnection
and shocks during current loop coalescence in solar flares,” Space Science
Reviews 46, 113–198 (1988).

21M. P. Gryaznevich and A. Sykes, “Merging-compression formation of high
temperature tokamak plasma,” Nuclear Fusion 57, 072003 (2017).

22H. Tanabe, T. Yamada, T. Watanabe, K. Gi, M. Inomoto, R. Imazawa,
M. Gryaznevich, C. Michael, B. Crowley, N. J. Conway, R. Scannell,
J. Harrison, I. Fitzgerald, A. Meakins, N. Hawkes, K. G. McClements,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-101757
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-101757
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrsp-2008-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrsp-2008-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11214-010-9701-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrsp-2011-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11207-015-0710-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42254-021-00419-x
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11214-018-0478-5
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.12737/stp-61202001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.12737/stp-61202001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11214-021-00840-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11214-021-00840-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac3b53
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac3b53
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.2173515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4830104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4830104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1286
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/513/4/5224/45518185/stac1286.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/513/4/5224/45518185/stac1286.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevE.93.053205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/165694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/165694


The effects of resistivity on oscillatory reconnection and consequences for solar flare Quasi Periodic Pulsations 13

T. O’Gorman, C. Z. Cheng, and Y. Ono, “Recent progress of magnetic re-
connection research in the MAST spherical tokamak,” Physics of Plasmas
24, 056108 (2017).

23T. Ahmadi, H. Tanabe, and Y. Ono, “Two-dimensional resistive MHD sim-
ulation of the optimized plasma formation in the spherical tokamaks,” Nu-
clear Fusion 61, 066001 (2021).

24A. Stanier, A. N. Simakov, L. Chacón, and W. Daughton, “Fast mag-
netic reconnection with large guide fields,” Physics of Plasmas 22, 010701
(2015).

25A. Stanier, W. Daughton, A. N. Simakov, L. Chacón, A. Le, H. Karimabadi,
J. Ng, and A. Bhattacharjee, “The role of guide field in magnetic reconnec-
tion driven by island coalescence,” Physics of Plasmas 24, 022124 (2017).

26S. Du, F. Guo, G. P. Zank, X. Li, and A. Stanier, “Plasma energization in
colliding magnetic flux ropes,” The Astrophysical Journal 867, 16 (2018).

27K. D. Makwana, R. Keppens, and G. Lapenta, “Study of magnetic re-
connection in large-scale magnetic island coalescence via spatially coupled
MHD and PIC simulations,” Physics of Plasmas 25, 082904 (2018).

28D. Biskamp and H. Welter, “Coalescence of magnetic islands,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 44, 1069–1072 (1980).

29K. V. Tam, A. W. Hood, P. K. Browning, and P. J. Cargill, “Coronal heat-
ing in multiple magnetic threads,” Astronomy & Astrophysics 580, A122
(2015), arXiv:1507.00259 [astro-ph.SR].

30Y.-M. Huang and A. Bhattacharjee, “Turbulent Magnetohydrodynamic Re-
connection Mediated by the Plasmoid Instability,” The Astrophysical Jour-
nal 818, 20 (2016).

31R. Beg, A. J. B. Russell, and G. Hornig, “Evolution, Structure, and Topol-
ogy of Self-generated Turbulent Reconnection Layers,” The Astrophysical
Journal 940, 94 (2022).

32P. K. Browning, A. Stanier, G. Ashworth, K. G. McClements, and V. S.
Lukin, “Self-organization during spherical torus formation by flux rope
merging in the Mega Ampere Spherical Tokamak,” Plasma Physics and
Controlled Fusion 56, 064009 (2014).

33P. K. Browning, S. Cardnell, M. Evans, F. Arese Lucini, V. S. Lukin, K. G.
McClements, and A. Stanier, “Two-fluid and magnetohydrodynamic mod-
elling of magnetic reconnection in the MAST spherical tokamak and the
solar corona,” Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion 58, 014041 (2016),
arXiv:1507.07432 [physics.plasm-ph].

34R. A. Robinson, G. Aulanier, and M. Carlsson, “Quiet Sun flux rope for-
mation via incomplete Taylor relaxation,” Astronomy & Astrophysics 673,
A79 (2023), arXiv:2303.11738 [astro-ph.SR].

35J. Finn and P. Kaw, “Coalescence instability of magnetic islands.” The
Physics of Fluids 20, 72–78 (1977).

36K. Shibata and S. Tanuma, “Plasmoid-induced-reconnection and fractal re-
connection,” Earth, Planets and Space 53, 473–482 (2001), arXiv:astro-
ph/0101008 [astro-ph].

37N. F. Loureiro, A. A. Schekochihin, and S. C. Cowley, “Instability of
current sheets and formation of plasmoid chains,” Physics of Plasmas 14,
100703–100703 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0703631 [astro-ph].

38V. Archontis, K. Galsgaard, F. Moreno-Insertis, and A. W. Hood, “Three-
dimensional plasmoid evolution in the solar atmosphere,” The Astrophysi-
cal Journal 645, L161 (2006).

39S. M. Mulay, D. Tripathi, H. Mason, G. Del Zanna, and V. Ar-
chontis, “Formation and thermodynamic evolution of plasmoids in ac-
tive region jets,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical So-
ciety 518, 2287–2299 (2022), https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-
pdf/518/2/2287/47266642/stac3035.pdf.

40R. O. Milligan, R. T. J. McAteer, B. R. Dennis, and C. A. Young, “Evidence
of a Plasmoid-Looptop Interaction and Magnetic Inflows During a Solar
Flare/Coronal Mass Ejection Eruptive Event,” The Astrophysical Journal
713, 1292–1300 (2010).

41S. Takasao, A. Asai, H. Isobe, and K. Shibata, “Simultaneous Observation
of Reconnection Inflow and Outflow Associated with the 2010 August 18
Solar Flare,” The Astrophysical Journal Letters 745, L6 (2012).

42P. Kumar and K.-S. Cho, “Simultaneous EUV and radio observations of
bidirectional plasmoids ejection during magnetic reconnection,” Astron-

omy & Astrophysics 557, A115 (2013).
43J. Dai, J. Yang, L. Li, and J. Zhang, “Current Sheets in the Wake of an

Eruption of Two Crossing Filaments,” The Astrophysical Journal 869, 118
(2018).

44X. Yan, Z. Xue, C. Jiang, E. R. Priest, B. Kliem, L. Yang, J. Wang, D. Kong,
Y. Song, X. Feng, and Z. Liu, “Fast plasmoid-mediated reconnection in a
solar flare,” Nature Communications 13, 640 (2022).

45P. Kumar, J. T. Karpen, S. K. Antiochos, C. R. DeVore, P. F. Wyper, and
K.-S. Cho, “Plasmoids, Flows, and Jets during Magnetic Reconnection in a
Failed Solar Eruption,” The Astrophysical Journal 943, 156 (2023).

46S. Wang, R. Wang, Q. Lu, H. Fu, and S. Wang, “Direct evidence of sec-
ondary reconnection inside filamentary currents of magnetic flux ropes dur-
ing magnetic reconnection,” Nature Communications 11, 3964 (2020).

47O. V. Agapitov, J. F. Drake, M. Swisdak, S. D. Bale, T. S. Horbury, J. C.
Kasper, R. J. MacDowall, F. S. Mozer, T. D. Phan, M. Pulupa, N. E.
Raouafi, and M. Velli, “Flux Rope Merging and the Structure of Switch-
backs in the Solar Wind,” The Astrophysical Journal 925, 213 (2022).

48J. Talbot, J. A. McLaughlin, G. J. J. Botha, and M. Hancock, “The effect of
resistivity on the periodicity of oscillatory reconnection,” The Astrophysi-
cal Journal 965, 133 (2024).

49T. D. Arber, A. W. Longbottom, C. L. Gerrard, and A. M. Milne, “A Stag-
gered Grid, Lagrangian-Eulerian Remap Code for 3-D MHD Simulations,”
Journal of Computational Physics 171, 151–181 (2001).

50M. R. Bareford and A. W. Hood, “Shock heating in numerical simulations
of kink-unstable coronal loops,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society of London Series A 373, 20140266–20140266 (2015).

51G. D. Fleishman and A. A. Kuznetsov, “Fast Gyrosynchrotron Codes,” The
Astrophysical Journal 721, 1127–1141 (2010).

52G. M. Nita, G. D. Fleishman, A. A. Kuznetsov, E. P. Kontar, and D. E.
Gary, “Three-dimensional Radio and X-Ray Modeling and Data Analysis
Software: Revealing Flare Complexity,” Astrophys. J. 799, 236 (2015).

53A. A. Kuznetsov and G. D. Fleishman, “Ultimate fast gyrosynchrotron
codes,” The Astrophysical Journal 922, 103 (2021).

54B. Chen, C. Shen, D. E. Gary, K. K. Reeves, G. D. Fleishman, S. Yu, F. Guo,
S. Krucker, J. Lin, G. M. Nita, and X. Kong, “Measurement of magnetic
field and relativistic electrons along a solar flare current sheet,” Nature As-
tronomy 4, 1140–1147 (2020), arXiv:2005.12757 [astro-ph.SR].

55E. P. Kontar, J. E. Perez, L. K. Harra, A. A. Kuznetsov, A. G. Emslie,
N. L. S. Jeffrey, N. H. Bian, and B. R. Dennis, “Turbulent Kinetic Energy in
the Energy Balance of a Solar Flare,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 155101 (2017),
arXiv:1703.02392 [astro-ph.SR].

56M. Gordovskyy, P. K. Browning, and E. P. Kontar, “Polarisation of mi-
crowave emission from reconnecting twisted coronal loops,” The Astro-
physical Journal 604, A116 (2017).

57C. Smith, M. Gordovskyy, and P. K. Browning, “Pulsations of microwave
emission from a solar flare in a twisted loop caused by intrinsic mhd os-
cillations,” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society (2022),
10.1093/mnras/stac250.

58A. Altyntsev, N. Meshalkina, H. Mészárosová, M. Karlický, V. Palshin,
and S. Lesovoi, “Sources of Quasi-periodic Pulses in the Flare of 18 Au-
gust 2012,” Solar Physics 291, 445–463 (2016), arXiv:1601.02332 [astro-
ph.SR].

59M. Shi, B. Li, S.-X. Chen, M. Guo, and S. Yuan, “Excitation of Mul-
tiperiodic Kink Motions in Solar Flare Loops: Possible Application to
Quasiperiodic Pulsations,” The Astrophysical Journal Letters 943, L19
(2023), arXiv:2301.05382 [astro-ph.SR].

60J. B. Climent, J. C. Guirado, M. R. Zapatero Osorio, O. V. Zakhozhay,
M. Pérez-Torres, R. Azulay, B. Gauza, R. Rebolo, V. J. S. Béjar, J. Martín-
Pintado, and C. Lefèvre, “Radio emission in a nearby, ultra-cool dwarf
binary: A multifrequency study,” Astronomy & Astrophysics 660, A65
(2022).

61C. O. G. Waterfall, P. K. Browning, G. A. Fuller, and M. Gordovskyy,
“Modelling the radio and X-ray emission from T-Tauri flares,” Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 483, 917–930 (2018).

62L. Comisso and A. Bhattacharjee, “On the value of the reconnection rate,”
Journal of Plasma Physics 82, 595820601 (2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/abebce
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/abebce
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4905629
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4905629
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4976712
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aae30e
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.5037774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.1069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.44.1069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525995
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525995
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00259
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/818/1/20
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/818/1/20
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8eb6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8eb6
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0741-3335/56/6/064009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0741-3335/56/6/064009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0741-3335/58/1/014041
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07432
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1051/0004-6361/202346065
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1051/0004-6361/202346065
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.11738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/BF03353258
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0101008
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0101008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2783986
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2783986
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0703631
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/506203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/506203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3035
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/518/2/2287/47266642/stac3035.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-pdf/518/2/2287/47266642/stac3035.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0004-637X/713/2/1292
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0004-637X/713/2/1292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/745/1/L6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220999
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220999
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaedbb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaedbb
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41467-022-28269-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acaea4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17803-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac4016
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad2a5d
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad2a5d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jcph.2001.6780
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1098/rsta.2014.0266
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1098/rsta.2014.0266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/721/2/1127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/721/2/1127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/799/2/236
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac29c0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1147-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1147-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.12757
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.155101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.02392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11207-016-0846-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.02332
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.02332
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/2041-8213/acb3c6
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3847/2041-8213/acb3c6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.05382
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1051/0004-6361/202142260
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1051/0004-6361/202142260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2875
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2875
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1017/s002237781600101x

	The effects of resistivity on oscillatory reconnection and consequences for solar flare Quasi Periodic Pulsations
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methodology
	Numerical simulations
	The initial configuration
	Gyrosynchrotron analysis

	Results
	Grid convergence and validation
	Magnetic field evolution and reconnection dynamics
	The effects of the resistivity profile
	Forward-modelling of the emitted microwave radiation

	Discussion and conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Data Availability


